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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/10/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argues that prior art of record does not teaches that the "at least one 
application output" that is formatted is associated with an "application" action" executed "within 
the server" and selected on the "wireless client device". Because the applicant believes that 
Ulrich reference teaching the formatting automatically based on a pre-configured setting that 
already appeared in a desktop computer. The examiner respectfully disagrees because the 
applicant misreads the recitation. The configured setting is not set by the user via the desktop 
computer. By contrast, the user makes selection on the mobile device and such selected 
information is synchronized by the desktop computer. After the desktop computer determines the 
proper setting for the mobile device, the attachment would be formatted into the setting 
according to the user's mobile device then forward to the mobile device (see column 13 and lines 
64-column 14 and lines 19). 

The applicant further argues that it is not obvious to combine the references. The 
examiner respectfully disagrees. At least compatibility is one of the motivations that the two 
references are combinable. Both references teach forwarding information from the computer 
(server) to the mobile device. One of ordinary skill in the art knows that usually the format or 
operating system is different between the computer, such as laptop or desktop and mobile phone. 
In order for the mobile phone to understand the computer outputs, the outputs must be converted 
to a format that is understood by the mobile phone. On analogous example would be an 
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Englishman spoke to a Japanese. Without converting the English to Japanese language 
hardly for the Japanese to understand the Englishman. 

Based on foregoing, the previous rejection stands. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim21, 22, 25-30, 32-36, 37-39, and 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kobayashi (US006633759B1) in view of Ulrich et al. 

Per claim 21, Kobayashi discloses a method for enabling a wireless client device to 
communicate with at least one server having one or more applications residing thereon, the 
method comprising the steps of: enabling the wireless client device (see figure 9 and item 2) to 
select an application residing on the at least one server (see figure 9 and item 1); enabling the 
wireless client device to select at least one application action associated with the selected 
application residing on the at least one server (see column 2 and lines 30-40); executing the at 
least one selected application action on the at least one server, the application comprising at least 
one of opening at least one file within the server, closing at least one file within the server, 
editing at least one file within the server, and searching at least one file within the server (see 
column 2 and line 49-51). Kobayashi does not teach formatting at least one application output 
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associated with the at least one selected application action based on a profile of the wireless 
client device and a user selection of more fields associated with the at least one file, transmitting 
the formatted at least one application output to the wireless client device. Unlrich teaches 
formatting at least one application output (any attachment or files, see column 12 and lines 57- 
65) associated with the at least one selected application action (open or add) based on a profile of 
the wireless client device and a user selection of more fields associated with the at least one file, 
transmitting the formatted at least one application output to the wireless client device (see 
column 14 and lines 14-19). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the references to properly forward attachment to the 
destination with compatibility. 

Per claim 28, Kobayashi discloses a wireless communication system comprising: at least 
one server having one or more application thereon (see column 8 and lines 47-51); and at least 
one wireless client device comprising: at least one wireless client device comprising: a 
views/folders module that enables the at least one wireless client device to display options 
associated with a selected application residing on the at least one server (column 9 and lines 40- 
49); a default and custom actions module that enables the at least one wireless client device to 
select at least one application action associated with the selected application to be executed on 
the at least one server, the application action comprising at least one of opening at least one file 
within the server, closing at least one file within the server, editing at least one file within the 
server, and searching at least one file within the server; and a forms module that enables the 
wireless client device to view at least one application output associated with the at least one 
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selected application action (see column 10 and lines 52-64). Kobayashi does not teach formatting 
at least one application output associated with the at least one selected application action based 
on a profile of the wireless client device and a user selection of more fields associated with the at 
least one file, transmitting the formatted at least one application output to the wireless client 
device. Unlrich teaches formatting at least one application output associated with the at least one 
selected application action based on a profile of the wireless client device and a user selection of 
more fields associated with the at least one file, transmitting the formatted at least one 
application output to the wireless client device (see column 14 and lines 14-19). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
references to properly forward attachment to the destination with compatibility. 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to independent claims 33 and 38. 

Per claims 22, Kobayashi further teaches that the user would be able to select at least one 
application such as email software (see column 4 and lines 35-38). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claims 32 and 37. 

Per claims 25, 42, Ulrich further teaches that the profile of the wireless client device 
comprises at least one feature of the wireless device, and wherein the at least one the feature of 
the wireless client device comprises at least one of an input interface (number of objects), and a 
data processing feature (see column 14 and lines 50-60). 
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Per claim 26, 43, Kobayashi further teaches altering the object or artifact contained in the 
at least one application output separate from other information included in the at least one 
application output, the object or artifact (see column 8 and lines 64-67, only job result to be sent) 
being altered to reduce an amount of information that the object or artifact contains (column 10 
and line 65 -column 1 1 and line 10). 

Per claim 27, 44, Kobayashi further teaches that the wireless client device comprises at 
least one of a data-capable wireless phone, an interactive pager, or a personal digital assistant 
(see figure 9), however Kobayashi does not teach the profile of the wireless client device 
comprise a device type. The examiner takes an "Office Notice" that it is notoriously well known 
in the art to indicate the type of mobile device within the profile that is forwarded to another 
device so the another device could identify which device has been connected. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the 
type information of wireless device such that the receiving side is easy to identify when there is 
more than one device for connection. . 

Per claims 29, 30, 34, 35, 39, Kobayashi further teaches that a customization module that 
enables the at least one wireless client device to customize at least one view of the at least one 
application output wherein inherently the customization module further enables the at least one 
wireless client device to customize at least one of a display language, a time zone, a date format, 
and a font format (see column 1 1 and lines 4-23). 
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3. Claims 24 and 41 rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kobayashi 
(US006633759B1) and Ulrich et al in further view of Criss et al (US006308061B1). 

Kobayashi does disclose an analogous art as recited in claim 21 and 38, Kobayashi 
doesn't express teach that the profile of the wireless device comprises at least one of a feature of 
the wireless client device or a device type of the wireless client device. Criss teaches that the 
version number, and capacity, etc. of wireless device are transmit to a host computer for keep up 
with the upgrade of the wireless device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Criss with Kobayashi 's 
system to reduce redundancy of upgrade by pre-verifying the feature and capacity of the wireless 
device. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YUWEN PAN whose telephone number is (571)272-7855. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anderson D. Matthew can be reached on 571-272-4177. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2618 



